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PROPosED BAR COMMTTEE TO CORREXCT
ErIRORS n REVIsED CODE. - On the whole the new Revised
Code is a good piece of work, though one listening to the storm
of criticism which has followed its enactment might conclude the
contrary. No Board of Revisers could possibly make a revision
so perfect as to please everyone. Usually the critic disagrees with
what the Revisors have provided in particular sections and would
substitute his own idea. Whether his idea would be preferable
may be very doubtful. Lawyers as a class are conservative and
many of them resent any change in the statutory law they have
learned. They dislike to have their knowledge repealed by legislative act. The change necessitates the irksome task of learning
the scope and effect of the new statutory provisions. Consequently the great bulk of the criticism of the Revised Code should not
be taken too seriously. It indicates lack of approval, not lack of
merit. But in a work of this magnitude there is bound to be
found what manifestly seems to be errors and oversights which
have escaped the notice of those empowered to make changes before enactment--errors and oversights of a kind that practically
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everyone would admit ought to be corrected as soon as possible.
It would be clearly of great advantage if all of these could be collected and corrections embodied in one bill which could be presented to the legislature for enactment. The writer is informed
that various members of the Board of Revisers were of the opinion
that some sort of board or committee ought to be provided to continue for some years after the enactment of the Revised Code, said
board or committee to be charged with the duty of collecting such
manifest errors and oversights and with drafting a bill for their
correction. Unfortunately the legislature did not make provision for the correction of such errors and for drafting of such
remedial legislation.
Since the legislature has not acted the writer suggests that
the Executive Council of the State Bar Association take up this
matter with a view to the appointment of some committee of the
Bar Association, to which various alleged errors and oversights
could be reported, duly considered by the committee and eventually drafted in a bill for the correction of such as the committee believed ought to be corrected. Such a bill properly prepared by
such a committee and its passage recommended by the Bar Association would undoubtedly be enacted by the legislature. Service on
such a committee would have to be without compensation, but if
the members would rigidly exclude everything except those items
which clearly seemed errors and oversights, perhaps the task might
not prove too onerous. Unless all proposals for mere amendment
or change of the code which are not apparent errors of the Board
of Revisers were rigidly excluded the whole purpose would be
jeopardized. Controversy would arise which might be carried
into the legislature, and endanger or defeat any proposed bill.
The purpose of the committee ought not to be to revise the Code
or any portion of it, but merely to see that proper measures are
taken to correct manifest errors and oversights.
The writer has found several alleged errors which he would
submit if there were such a committee. Doubtless many members of the bar have likewise found others. In fact such matters
are usually not discovered until some one considers carefully the
meaning of the language of the code with a view to determining
its proper interpretation. It is to be hoped that the Executive
Committee of the Bar Association can find some means to create
a committee to which such matters may be reported.
-JAMES W. SIMONTON.
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